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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 03/04/2005. 

2. Claims 1-32 are pending in this application. Claims 1,12, 22, 24 are independent claims. 
In the Amendment, claims 1,12, 22, 24 have been amended, claim 4 has been cancelled, no 
claims have been added. This action is made Final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-10, 12-19, 22-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lection et al. (US Patent No. 6,765,596 B2), in view of Sorge et al. (US Patent No. 
6,691,281 Bl), and further in view of Teshima (US Patent No. 6,750,830). 

As per claim 1, Lection teaches a step of determining whether the data indicated by the 
detected identifier is displayable on the limited-capability device (i.e. which tasks have 



information to display to the user, col. 3, lines 1-3); 
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a step of displaying on the display unit the extracted data for display the data to be shaped 
for display on the limited capability device (i.e. a graphical selection area may be provided on 
the task view for a selected task where this selection area may be activated by the user to return 
to the multi-function application launcher view, col. 3, line 31-34); 

Lection does not expressly teach the following claimed limitations. However, Sorge 
teaches: 

a step of determining what characteristic of the first file is to be converted (i.e. ED is 
associated with the data, col. 3, line 63 to col. 4, line 21, col. 7, lines 19-21); 

a step of detecting the identifier by reading the file (i.e. indicating a beginning and the 
end of the translated data inserted, col. 4, lines 25-27, col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37, col. 10, 
lines 17-44); 

a step of extracting the data, the start and the end of which are indicated by the 
determined identifier and which is determined to be displayable on the limited-capability device 
(i.e. the application program preferably inserts tags into the HTML document, indicating a 
beginning and end of the translated data inserted, and indicating functional elements of the data, 
col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37); 

a step of outputting an output file which is newly created from the extracted data that has 
been shaped in the step of shaping, as a different file from the first file, to the limited-capability 
device for display (i.e. the user desires to republish the logic flows to a block 20, which retrieves 
the selected HTML document, col. 8, lines 46-48, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Sorge' s teachings the steps of determining what 
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characteristic of the first file is to be converted, detecting the identifier by reading the file, 
extracting the data. . outputting an output file. . ." would have allowed Lection's users to export 
data into hypertext markup language (HTML) documents, and to update a previously exported 
discreet data section in an HTML document without changing any other section of the HTML 
document while ensuring that such data can be imported from the HTML document back into a 
source application with all the formatting unique to the source application intact. 

Lection, Sorge do not expressly teach the following claimed limitations. However, 
Teshima teaches: 

a step of reading out stored processing condition data having shaping conditions 
including character count per line and image size limitations (i.e. start image Information 
representation read out of the user information, col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54). 

a step of shaping, based on the read-out processing condition data, the extracted data to 
meet the limitations for display on the limited capability device (i.e. the alignment includes left 
justification, centering and right justification, col. 11, lines 13-15, col. 10, line 53 to col. 1 1, line 
52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Teshima' s teachings the steps of determining what 
characteristic of the first file is to be converted, detecting the identifier by reading the file, 
extracting the data. . ., outputting an output file.. . would have allowed Lection's users to display 
the edit image having a desired layout and suitable format for their devices. 
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As per claim 12, Lection teaches detector means for detecting the identifier 
corresponding to the selected characteristic that indicates the data to be displayed on the 
limited-capability device from the first file stored in said first file storage means (col. 3, line 35 
to col. 4, line 28); 

output means for outputting the extracted data to the limited-capability device, whereby 
the limited-capability device displays on a screen thereof one of the map, the coupon and the 
address information (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28, Fig. 1); 

wherein the extracted data is one of a map, a coupon, and address information in Fig. 1 . 

Lection does not explicitly teach the following claimed limitations, but Sorge teaches: 

extractor means for extracting, from said first file, the data with the start and the end 
thereof indicated, in accordance with the identifier detected by the detector means (i.e. the 
application program preferably inserts tags into the HTML document, indicating a beginning and 
end of the translated data inserted, and indicating functional elements of the data, col. 4, lines 25- 
28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37); 

means for selecting a characteristic of the first file that is to be converted (col. 3, line 63 
to col. 4, line 21, col. 7, lines 19-62); 

file storage means for storing the first file (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37); 

control means for controlling the detector means to detect the identifier indicating the 
start and the end of the displayable data for the purpose of extracting the data displayable on the 
limited-capability device from said first file stored in said file storage means based on stored 
processing condition data having shaping conditions (col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, 
line 5), for controlling said extractor means to extract, as a new output file with the selected 
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characteristic having been converted, data including the start and the end indicated by the 
identifier from said first file (i.e. the application program preferably inserts tags into the HTML 
document, indicating a beginning and end of the translated data inserted, and indicating 
functional elements of the data, col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 5, line 44 
to col. 6, line 37), and for controlling said output. means to output the new output file to the 
limited-capability device for display (i.e. the user desires to republish the logic flows to a block 
20, which retrieves the selected HTML document, col. 8, lines 46-48, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, 
line 40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Sorge's teachings of extractor means for extracting, 
from said first file, the data with the start and the end thereof indicated, in accordance with the 
identifier detected by the detector means; means for selecting a characteristic of the first file that 
is to be converted; file storage means for storing the file; and control means for controlling 
detector. . . would have allowed Lection's users to export data into hypertext markup language 
(HTML) documents, and to update a previously exported discreet data section in an HTML 
document without changing any other section of the HTML document while ensuring that such 
data can be imported from the HTML document back into a source application with all the 
formatting unique to the source application intact. 

Lection, Sorge do not expressly teach "control means for controlling. . .based on stored 
processing condition data having shaping conditions". However, Teshima teaches this limitation 
at col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Teshima's teachings control means for 
controlling. . .based on stored processing condition data having shaping conditions would have 
enabled Lection's users to display the edit image having a desired layout and suitable format for 
their devices. 

As per claim 22, Lection teaches a step of displaying the data stored in the first buffer to 
be shaped for the limited capability device (i.e. a graphical selection area may be provided on the 
task view for a selected task where this selection area may be activated by the user to return to 
the multi-function application launcher view, col. 3, line 31-34, col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28); 

Lection does not specifically teach the following claimed limitations. However, Sorge 
teaches: 

a step of determining what characteristic of the first file is to be converted (col. 3, line 63 
to col. 4, line 21, col. 7, lines 19-62); 

a step of initializing a first data buffer for buffering data when a plurality of pieces of 
data is read from the file (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5); 

a step of detecting the identifier indicating the start of the data in the file, based on a rule 
for processing the data in the file into a data format displayable on the limited capability device, 
when the data is from the file and is stored in the first data buffer (i.e. the application program 
preferably inserts tags into the HTML document, indicating a beginning and end of the translated 
data inserted, and indicating functional elements of the data, col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to 
col 9, line 5, col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37); 
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a step of moving the data stored in the first data buffer to a second data buffer for 
evacuation; and a step of moving the data evacuated into the second data buffer to the first data 
buffer for restoration (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 9, line 52 to col. 10, line 44, col. 12, 
line 41 to col. 13, line 40). 

a step of holding the data in the file, from the start thereof, into the first data buffer, based 
on the identifier indicating the start of the detected data (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 9, 
line 52 to col. 10, line 44); 

a step of detecting the identifier indicating the end of the data in response to the identifier 
indicating the end of the detected data (i.e. the application program preferably inserts tags into 
the HTML document, indicating a beginning and end of the translated data inserted, and 
indicating functional elements of the data, col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 
5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Sorge's teachings the herein above claimed limitations 
would have allowed Lection's users to export data into hypertext markup language (HTML) 
documents, and to update a previously exported discreet data section in an HTML document 
without changing any other section of the HTML document while ensuring that such data can be 
imported from the HTML document back into a source application with all the formatting unique 
to the source application intact. 

Lection, Sorge do not expressly teach the following claimed limitations. However, 
Teshima teaches: 
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a step of reading out stored processing condition data having shaping conditions 
including character count per line and image size limitations (i.e. start image Information 
representation read out of the user information, col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54). 

a step of shaping, based on the read-out processing condition data, the extracted data to 
meet the limitations for display on the limited capability device (i.e. the alignment includes left 
justification, centering and right justification, col. 11, lines 13-15, col. 10, line 53 to col. 11, line 
52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Teshima's teachings the steps of determining what 
characteristic of the first file is to be converted, detecting the identifier by reading the file, 
extracting the data. . ., outputting an output file. . . would have enabled Lection's users to display 
the edit image having a desired layout and suitable format for their devices. 

As per claim 24, Lection teaches a detector means for detecting an identifier which 
indicates the data, which is processable by the second apparatus, from the file stored in the 
storage means (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28); 

the extracted data is one of a map, a coupon, and address information in Fig. 1 (i.e. 
People Search- 119); 

wherein the second apparatus comprises: a receiver means for receiving the data output 
by the first apparatus (col. 4, line 58 to col. 5, line 29); 

a display means for displaying on a limited-capability display the data received by the 
receiver means (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28). 
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Lection does not expressly teach the following claimed limitations. However, 
Sorge teaches: 

wherein the first apparatus comprises: means for selecting a characteristic of the first file 
that is to be converted (col. 7, lines 19-62, col. 3, line 63 to col. 4, line 21); 

a storage means for: storing the first file (col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 10); 

an extractor means for extracting, from the input file, the data which is detected by the 
detector means and is processed into data processable by the second apparatus (col. 5, line 44, to 
col. 6, line 37, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5); 

a processing means for processing the extracted data into the data that is processable by 
the second apparatus (col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 28, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39); 

an output means for outputting the data, which has been processed to be processable by 
the second apparatus, to the second apparatus (col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39); 

control means for controlling the storage means to store the file input thereto in the 
storage means, for controlling the detector means to detect the identifier that indicates, from the 
file stored in the storage means, data that can be processed to be processable by the second 
apparatus (col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5), 

for controlling the extractor means to extract the data that is processed by the processing means 
in accordance with the identifier detected by the detector means, and for controlling the output 
means to output the data that has been processed by the processing means based on the selected 
characteristic (col. 4, lines 25-28, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5, col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Sorge's teachings of all the addressed claimed 
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limitations herein above would have allowed Lection's users to export data into hypertext 
markup language (HTML) documents, and to update a previously exported discreet data section 
in an HTML document without changing any other section of the HTML document while 
ensuring that such data can be imported from the HTML document back into a source 
application with all the formatting unique to the source application intact. 

As per claim 2, Lection teaches the step of extracting the data is performed by 
referencing a processing condition data area of a memory file that defines the identifier of the 
data that is displayable on the limited-capability device (col. 3, line 58 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39. 

As per claim 3, Lection teaches the processing condition data area includes a conversion 
rule for converting an image data file, and further comprising a step of outputting, to the 
limited-capability device, the image data file that has been converted based on the conversion 
rule of the image data file (col. 3, line 58 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39, col. 5, lines 28-44. 

As per claim 5, Teshima teaches the processing condition data area has a data structure 
containing a plurality of categories, and wherein the file conversion method further comprises 
selecting the processing condition data to be used, based on the category selected from among 
the plurality of categories (col. 5, lines 16-44). 
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As per claim 6, Sorge teaches a file name of a file output as the different file uses a 
symbol string indicated by the predetermined identifier (i.e. Rename New File, Step 144, Fig. 4). 

As per claim 7, Lection teaches a step of selecting a file to be output to the 
limited-capability device from among the extracted data in response to an instruction from a user 
(col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 8, lines 46-48 (i.e. publish). 

As per claim 8, Sorge teaches a step of acquiring the first file through a communication 
network from a data storage apparatus (col. 16, lines 1-22). 

As per claim 9, Sorge teaches the step of extracting the data comprises initializing a data 
buffer (col. 15, line 29 to col. 16, line 23, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5), 

and buffering in the data buffer the data included in the first file, the start and the end of 
which are indicated by the detected identifiers (col. 15, line 29 to col. 16, line 23, col. 8, line 45 
to col. 9, line 5). 

As per claim 10, Lection teaches the outputting of the data, the start and the end of 
which are indicated by the identifiers, to the limited-capability device is restricted in accordance 
with the identifiers (col. 6, line 30 to col. 7, line 14). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 67, col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, 

line 5. 



Application/Control Number: 09/809,668 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2167 

As per claim 13, Lection teaches an extracted data storage means for storing the 
extracted data as candidate data to be output to the limited-capability device (col. 3, line 35 to 
col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39. 

As per claim 14, Lection teaches the data converter selectively outputs the data from 
among data stored in said extracted data storage means to the limited capability device in 
response to an instruction of a user (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 21 . 

As per claim 15, Lection teaches an image converter means for converting an image file 
indicated by said first file using said stored processing condition data into data for display on the 
limited-capability device (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, lines 28-44, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39. 

Teshima teaches this limitation at col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54). 

As per claim 16, Lection teaches a rule file storage means for storing a conversion rule 
file for converting said image file into an image file displayable on the limited-capability device, 
wherein said image converter means performs image conversion based on data indicating a 
screen size of the limited-capability device included in said conversion rule file (col. 3, line 35 to 
col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, lines 28-44, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39. 
Teshima teaches this limitation at col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54). 
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As per claim 17, Lection teaches a display data output means for converting said first file 
into a data format displayable on the limited-capability device for displaying said first file, 
wherein the data converter acquires a file which is converted to be output to the 
limited-capability device from a file buffer means which buffers at least one file of the display 
data output means (col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 28). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, lines 28-44, col. 12, line 41 to col. 13, line 39, col. 
8, line 45 to col 9, line 5. 

As per claim 18, Lection teaches a data communication means for acquiring the file 
through a communication network (col. 10, lines 38-49). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 15, line 29 to col. 16, line 22. 

As per claim 19, Lection teaches the data converter restricts, to the limited-capability 
device, the outputting of data not displayable on the limited-capability device, from among data 
from the start to the end indicated by the extracted identifier (col. 6, line 30 to col. 7, line 14). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 67. 

As per claim 23, Sorge teaches a step of storing, in a storage means, data from the first 
data buffer as data to be processed (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, line 5); 

a step of moving the data evacuated into the second data buffer to the first data buffer for 
restoration (col. 9, line 52 to col. 10, line 44). 
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As per claim 25, Lection teaches the first apparatus further comprises a receiver means, 
and wherein the receiver means receives the file from a file server connected to the receiver 
means via a network (col. 4, line 58 to col. 5, line 29). 

Sorge teaches this limitation at col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 28. 

As per claim 26, Sorge teaches a buffer means for buffering the data extracted from the 
file by the control means, and wherein the control means controls the buffer means to buffer the 
extracted data while processing the data buffered in the buffer means (col. 8, line 45 to col. 9, 
line 5). 

As per claim 27, Sorge teaches the first apparatus further comprises an operation means 
operated by a user (col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 28), 

wherein the control means outputs the data, designated on the operation means by the 
user, to the second apparatus (col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 28). 

As per claim 28, Sorge teaches an operation means operated by a user (col. 14, line 42 to 
col. 15, line 28); 

a storage means for storing the data received by the receiver means (col. 6, line 39 to col. 
7, line 18, col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 28), 

wherein the data designated on the operation means by the user is read from the storage 
means and is displayed on the display means (col. 10, lines 17-44, col. 14, line 42 to col. 15, line 
28). 
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As to claims 29-32, Sorge teaches the step of determining what characteristic determines 
one of an image size and a file format and a character count (col. 7, lines 19-62). 

Teshima teaches this limitation at col. 14, lines 13-27, col. 10, lines 31-54). 

5. Claims 11, 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lection 
et al. (US Patent No. 6,765,596 B2), in view of Sorge et al. (US Patent No. 6,691,281 Bl), and 
further in view of Serbinis et al. (US Patent No. 6,584,466 Bl). 

As per claim 11, Lection teaches "the start and the end of which are indicated by the 
identifiers, is indicated by the identifiers" at col. 3, line 35 to col. 4, line 2; Sorge also teaches 
this limitation at col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 67. However, Lection, Sorge, Teshima do not 
specifically teach "the expiration date of the data". However, Serbinis teaches this limitation at 
col. 9, lines 21-33. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Serbinis's teaching of the expiration date of the data 
would have provided Lection's users a plurality of document management services, including 
document storage and retrieval, collaborative file sharing and workflow services for electronic 
documents, an electronic document delivery service, and a document distribution service. 

z As per claim 20, although" Lection, Sorge, Teshima do not explicitly teach "an expiration 
date extractor means for extracting, from the identifier, expiration date data indicating the 
expiration date of the data extracted by the identifier; and an expiration date determination means 
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for determining the expiration date of the extracted data based on the expiration date of the 
extracted data", Serbinis teaches this limitation at col. 9, lines 21-33. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Serbinis's teaching of an expiration date extractor means 
for extracting, from the identifier, expiration date data indicating the expiration date of the data 
extracted by the identifier; and an expiration date determination means for determining the 
expiration date of the extracted data based on the expiration date of the extracted data would 
have provided Lection's users a plurality of document management services, including document 
storage and retrieval, collaborative file sharing and workflow services for electronic documents, 
an electronic document delivery service, and a document distribution service. 

As per claim 21, Lection, Sorge, Teshima do not specifically teach a data renewal means 
for renewing the expiration date of the extracted data when it is determined that the extracted 
data has expired. Serbinis, however, teaches this limitation at col. 9, lines 21-33. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the cited references because Serbinis's teaching of a data renewal means for 
renewing the expiration date of the extracted data when it is determined that the extracted data 
has expired would have allowed Lection's users to utilize the common document management 
services of a server, while presenting she/he with distinct dedicated websites. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 03/04/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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Applicant argues that: 

(a) There is no suggestion in either reference of any benefits to be had by making the 
combination of selected portions of the two references. 

(b) Sorge does not teach shaping conditions that include character count per line and 
image size limitations. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees for the following reasons: 

Per (a), first, in response to applicant's argument that Lection does not even relate to the 
same problem being solved by the present invention, a recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior 
art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In a claim drawn 
to a process of making, the intended use must result in a manipulative difference as compared to 
the prior art. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 312 
F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). As Applicant indicated in Remarks on page 
14, lines 10-18, the present invention is intended to permit the use of a limited capability device 
to display information typically displayed on a nonlimited capability device", and "The limited 
capability device can be a cell phone or a personal digital assistant (PDA) and the desired 
information may be web page information"; similarly, Lection is related to "methods for 
improving interactions with users of pervasive computing devices such as personal digital 
assistants. Web-enabled cellular phones ; and a multifunctional application launcher is defined 
that is specifically adapted for use on devices with limited display space " (Abstract). 
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The knowledge that is within the level of one of ordinary skill is highlighted hereinabove 
for the Applicant's convenience. The Examiner believes that the Applicants have failed to 
determine the level of ordinary skill as taught by Lection. 

Second, although Lection teaches the steps of determining whether the data is 
displayable; and displaying the data on the limited capability device; Lection does not expressly 
teach the steps of determining what characteristic of the first file to be converted; detecting the 
identifier by reading the file; extracting the data, the start and the end of which are indicated by 
the determined id; outputting an output file which is newly created from the extracted data. 
Sorge teaches these limitations as addressed in the rejection above. , 

Sorge is analogously related to a file conversion method for exporting (extracting) data 
into hypertext markup language (HTML) documents. Since Lection's devices includes PDAs, 
Web-enabled cellular phones, Web appliances, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Lection's teachings by utilizing all the Sorge's teachings as indicated 
above. Such modification would enable users of Lection's system to retrieve and display 
documents or data generated by word processing or spreadsheet applications that converted into 
an appropriate HTML compatible format (Sorge, col. 1, lines 60-65). 

Therefore, in response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 
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5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). 

Further, in response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, it is 
reminded that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Per (b), Applicants arguments regarding the cited references do not teach the amended 
limitations such as shaping conditions that include character count per line and image size 
limitations with respect to claims 1,12, 22, 24 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Miranda Le whose telephone number is (571) 272-41 12. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene, can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax number to this Art Unit 
is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Miranda Le 
May 12, 2005 




